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The U. S. Deparmreat of Energy (DOE) Rocky Flats Office acknowledges receipt of your response 
to DOE's request fa rnocWcatlon to work of  the Opcrable Unit (OU) 8 Final Phase I RlFylu Work 
Plan and request for extension of ]Draft and Final Phase I RFyRl Reports for OU 8, dated January 
31,1994. Thc DOE object8 to the wttoa talcen by both the Colqrado Department of Health (CDH) 
and tho U. S. En~mqmental Protectioa agency @PA) and, in rrccordance with the Intaxagency 
Agreement (MG), paragraph 92 and pasagraph 226 h a b y  subrnfrs a written Statement of Dispute 
and seeks a determiaation that good cause exists to grant our request. 

The nature of the dispute lies with DOE'S and the repktory agencies' (CDH and EPA) differins 
assessmeots of the need of the modification of work under Part 32 of the IAG for OU 8. The 
DOES position is that them exists adequate Justification for rnodifyhg work for OU 8. The major 
reasons include the chan c In mission at RFP, impacts from the TmsitiodDecontarnination and 
Decommissioning ('I'D 8% ) schedules on the viability of continuing investigation of parts of OU 8, 
and realization of dupllWon of efforts which lnclude consideration of fidd sampling plans from 
other OU's that 
effort9 that included both CDH aud EPA on both sn informal and formal basis that supports DOE's 
modification to w o p  for OU 8. These proactive florts arc dscumented within the latest meetings 
and documents produced by the Etwironmeotal Restoration Management Accelerated Cleanup 
Working Grou and presentations made, since early 1993, improved approaches to the Quality 
Action Team (&Yl') which meets weekly and includes members from DOE, EG&G, CDH, and 
EPA. Afso, formal. documentation regsrding justification hor Xc?dividual Hazardous Substances Site 
(THSS) evahiatioxxs wen sent OX February IO, 1994. Another recent example of supporting 
justifications is development of a major plan that will support modification to work effort is the 
Interim Mea$ur&hterix.n Reoponsc Actiodecision Document for the RFP hdustrial Area. This 
document is in daft form as of February 16,1994, and will soon be traasmined to the agencies for 
mview. The outcome of those working stoups and evaluation efforts have been to establish 
approaches to aid h the realistic scoping and sch;edulIag of not only OU 8 but many other OU's, 
e.&, OU's 9, IO, 12,13, and 14, which are soon to be in a similar situation of missing IAG 

adjacent to or overlap XHSS's witbin OU 8. The DOE initiated several proactive 

enforceable milestones. 
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G. Baugbman & M. Hesanark 
94-DOf76 

Thfs Statement of Dispute Ls transmitted in good faith, and DOE agrees to work with the CDH and 
EPA to expedite, to the extent possible, the dispute resolution proccss. T I C  DOE reitkntes its 
co mmifment to the purposes of the NO, including the investigation of potential environmental 
impact at RFP and to promote a reasonable, orderly and effective hvestigation and cleanup of 
cotitadnation at the site. We believe the futher pursuit of the OU 8 dispute is consistent with the 
DOE commitment to cleanup, 

Sincerley, 

Richard J, burger 
' b x a g c n c y  Agmment Coordinator . "  
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